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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 25-29 and 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Judge et al. (U.S. Patent 6,401,138) in view of Official Notice and further in view of Myers et 
al.(U.S. Patent 5,832,340). 

Claim 25: FIG.l of Judge et al. illustrates a series of individual computer program 
applications (A and B) that are operating on a single computer system. The computer is a unit of 
a healthcare system (HCS). As described at col. 2, lines 4-15, the computer is a document 
management system (DMS) that can retrieve patient documents. 

The document management system (DMS) has a pre-existing user interface illustrated in 
FIG. 15, which includes an interface with "Main Menu", "Actions", "View" and "Print", as well 
as a menu box (the box in the upper left hand corner). 

As described at col. 1, lines 38-43, the computer system is modified with an application 
programming interface, or API (col. 1, lines 39-43). The purpose of the API is to permit one 
application program to invoke a second application program that uses the same data as the first 
application program (col. 1, lines 55-62). 

One result of applying the API to the HCS system is to create a new user interface, which 
is the submenu "Switch To" created in the pre-existing interface of FIG. 15. The "Switch-To" 
submenu allows the user to have access to newly added controls ("Scheduling", "Orders" and 
"Waveforms") that did not exist in the pre-existing user interface. These controls permit the user 



Application/Control Number: 09/366,749 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2175 

to request and display documents. The new controls are supported by the API (col. 19, lines 44- 
50 and col. 19, lines 55-67). 

Judge et al. differs from the claims in that it does not describe the log-in process that 
permits access to the user interface of FIG. 15. However, FIG. 15 of Judge et al. illustrates a log- 
off function, which strongly suggests at the existence of a log-on functionality, although it is not 
explicitly shown Examiner therefore takes Official Notice that it is well known in the art to have 
a user interface that includes a log-on request interface. It would therefore have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art modify the menu box (upper left corner in FIG. 15) to include a 
log-on request interface in addition to the already illustrated log-off interface so as to permit a 
user to log on to a computer in a manner that is well known in the art. 

Judge et al. also differs in that it does not disclose server system or multiple computers. 
However, Myers et al. teaches that a medical information system can be distributed into 
document servers (10, 12, 14) that supply documents to the to multiple computer workstations 
(FIG. 1 of Myers et al.). It would therefore have been obvious to modify Judge et al. so as to 
apply the API and new user interfaces to document server computers (10, 12, 14) instead of just 
an individual computer and distribute the data to multiple workstations. This would afford the 
added functionalities created by the API to be usable across multiple computer systems and a 
larger number of users. 

Claim 26: The modified user interface of FIG. 15 of Judge et al. allows access to a 
control object (the newly added function "Switch To"). 
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Claim, 27: The control object makes a query for other programs that share the data with 
the user program of FIG. 15. These other programs are "Scheduling", "Orders" and 
"Waveforms", as illustrated in FIG. 15. 

Claim 28: The added user interface element is the function "Switch To". This added 
function thus permits the display and navigation of documents retrieved from the "Scheduling", 
"Orders" and "Waveforms". 

Claim 29 and 34: By Examiner's Official Notice, FIG. 15 is modified to include a log-in 
functionality in addition to the log-off functionality. The user can thus log into the computer or 
into a set of servers (FIG. 1 of Myers et al.) by initiating the log-in process. The log-in is 
performed from an interface (the interface of FIG. 15) that has been modified by the API. 

Claim 35: Once a user has logged in, the user has obtains some degree of security 
privileges with the system, and can access the user interface of FIG. 15 to retrieve documents. 

Claim 36: In FIG. 15 of Judge et al., the user interface permits retrieval of a patient chart 
(see "PT. Chart" in menu box). Any viewing or action upon the chart is readable as "chart 
deficiency completion" lacking any further detail on what the chart deficiency actually is. 

Claim 37: Once a user has logged on, they obtain privileges to access the user interface 
of FIG. 15 of Judge et al. The user interface of Fig. 15 allows display of documents, such as a 
patient chart, and editing functions ("Select New Patient" or "Switch To"). 



This office action is primarily directed to new grounds of rejection which are necessitated 
by applicant's amendments to claim 25 and the addition of claims 35-37. Accordingly, this office 
action is necessarily made final. Applicant's arguments regarding the new claimed requirements 
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for a DMS server, user interface controls and new claimed requirements for a user authentication 
process are addressed in detail in the discussions for claim 25. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 
telephone number (703) 306-5626. 

Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2175 




